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DETAILED ACTION 

1. No new claims have been added. Claims 4, 17, and 30 are cancelled. Claims 1-3, 5-16, 
18-29, and 31-39 are pending in this office action. 

Affidavit- 37 CF.R. 1.131 

2. The Examiner notes that the Affidavit submitted by Applicant is found to be in 
compliance with the rules set forth under 37 CF.R. 1.131. Therefore, the Applicant has 
effectively sworn behind the Wu reference (i.e., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 
2005/0033726). In light of the Affidavit submitted under 37 CF.R. 1.131, the Applicant now is 
entitled to a priority date of Jan. 10, 2003. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-16, 18-29, and 31-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2003/0037263 issued to Nishad 
Kamat et al. (hereinafter "Kamat"). 

Claim 1: 

Kamat discloses a method for facilitating data stewardship for metadata in a data 
warehouse system, comprising: 
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creating metadata, under the control of a user, for use in the data warehouse system 
(Kamat: paragraph [0006], lines 16-21 and paragraphs [0061] - [0063] paragraph [0069] and paragraph [0073] and 
paragraph [0074], lines 1-11); 

moving the metadata, under the control of a super user (Kamat: paragraph [0066], lines 9-10; 
The administrator with overall privileges is the ''super user".), into and out of a collection, thereby 
securing the metadata (Kamat: paragraph [0006], lines 16-21 and paragraphs [0061] - [0063] paragraph [0069] 
and paragraph [0073] and paragraph [0074], lines 1-11; The Kamat reference clearly states that a user, if given 
proper authority, can perform such activities as reading, writing, deleting, modifying, and the like. Surely writing 
and deleting data to and from a collection respectively can be interpreted as moving data into and out of a 
collection.); 

assigning under the control of the super user, a data steward for the collection (Kamat: 
paragraph [00661 lines 9-13 and paragraph [0066] in its entirety and.paragraphs [0064] - [0065] and paragraphs 
[0058] - [0060]; As noted above, the administrator with overall privileges is the "super user". This administrator, 
or "super user", has the authority to assign a user with a certain "role". Each role varies in amount of and type of 
access to a data collection each is entitled to. So the administrator can authorize "data stezoards" as well as a variety 
of other levels of users as the administrator or "super user" sees fit (Kamat: paragraph [0066]).); and 

manipulating, under the control of the data steward, the metadata in the collection (Kamat: 
paragraph [0006], lines 16-21 and paragraphs [0061]- [0063] paragraph 10069] and paragraph 10073] and 
paragraph [0074], lines 1-11), wherein manipulating the metadata involves securing the metadata and 
performing administration operations on the collection (Kamat: paragraph [0005] and paragraph [0019] 
and paragraph [0066]), wherein only the data steward can manipulate the metadata in the collection, 
and wherein manipulating the metadata includes editing and deleting metadata (Kamat: paragraph 
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10066] and paragraph [0006], lines 16-21 and paragraphs 10061] - [0065] paragraph 100691 and paragraph [00731 
and paragraph [00741 lines 1-11). 
Claim 2: 

Kamat discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Kamat further discloses 
a method further comprising moving metadata, under the control of a collection administrator, 
into and out of the collection (Kamat: paragraph [0006], lines 16-21 and paragraphs [0061] - [0063] 
paragraph [0069] and paragraph [0073] and paragraph [0074], lines 1-11; The Kamat reference clearly 
states that a user, if given proper authority, can perform such activities as reading, writing, deleting, 
modifying, and the like. Surely writing and deleting data to and from a collection respectively can be 
interpreted as moving data into and out of a collection.). 
Claim 3: 

Kamat discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Kamat further discloses 
wherein the data steward includes more than one individual (Kamat: paragraph [0066]; Note that roles 
can be individual users or groups of users consisting of more than one individual). 
Claim 5: 

Kamat discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Kamat further discloses 
wherein the collection is related to a specified domain (Kamat: paragraph [0005] and paragraph [0019] 
and paragraph [0060]; As an example, Kamat suggests using the invention in the business domain. Therefore, there 
are collections related to various types of items in the business domain such as customers and sales (Kamat: 
paragraphs [0061] and [0064]).). 
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Claim 6: 

Kamat discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Kamat further discloses 
wherein the data steward can be a data steward for more than one collection (Kamat: paragraph 
[0066]; The overall administrator grants permissions to collections of data as the administrator sees fit. If the 
administrator wishes that a given user be permitted to be a "data steward" for more than one collection, the 
administrator can grant permissions or roles to that user accordingly.). 
Claim 7: 

Kamat discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Kamat further discloses 
wherein the super user has access to the metadata within a plurality of collections (Kamat: 
paragraph [0066]; Note that the overall administrator has overall privileges to manipulate all resources.). 
Claim 8: 

Kamat discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Kamat further discloses 
wherein the metadata includes data descriptions (Kamat: paragraphs [0061] - [0063] and note the tables in 
between these paragraphs). 
Claim 9: 

Kamat discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Kamat further discloses 
wherein the metadata can include procedures related to the data warehouse system (Kamat: 
paragraph [0060]). 
Claim 10: 

Kamat discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Kamat further discloses: 
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creating, under the control of the user, a new metadata (Kamat: paragraph [0006], lines 16- 
21 and paragraphs [0061]- [0063] paragraph [0069] and paragraph [0073] and paragraph [0074], lines 
I'll); and 

requesting, under the control of the user, that the new metadata be moved to the 
collection (Kamat: paragraph [0006], lines 16-21 and paragraphs [0061] - [0063] paragraph [0069] and 
paragraph [0073] and paragraph [0074], lines 1-11; The Kamat reference clearly states that a user, if 
given proper authority, can perform such activities as reading, writing, deleting, modifying, and the like. 
Surely writing data to a collection can be interpreted as moving data into a collection.). 
Claim 11: 

Kamat discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Kamat further discloses 
manipulating metadata, under the control of the user, that the user owns and that does not belong 
to the collection (Kamat: paragraph [0066]; Again, the overall administrator has the authority to grant 
permissions to a user to access a given set of resources. The access to files is determined by the administrator (or 
"super user") and is a design choice.). 
Claim 12: 

Kamat discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Kamat further discloses 
creating metadata, under the control of the data steward, within a folder in the collection, 
wherein creating metadata within the folder automatically causes the metadata to be added to the 
collection (Kamat: paragraph [0006], lines 16-21 and paragraphs [0061] - [0063] paragraph [0069] and 
paragraph [0073] and paragraph [0074], lines 1-11). 
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Claim 13: 

Kamat discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Kamat further discloses 
wherein only the super user can create/delete a collection; and wherein only the super user can 
update the collection by moving metadata to/from the collection (Kamat: paragraph [0066] and 
paragraph 10006], lines 16-21 and paragraphs [0061] - [0063] paragraph [0069] and paragraph [0073] 
and paragraph [0074], lines 1-11; Again, specific "roles" assigned to specific users are assigned in any 
way the administrator (super user) sees fit.). 
Claim 14: 

Claim 14 is a computer program product claim corresponding to method claim 1 and is 
rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 1 , 
Claim 15: 

Claim 15 is a computer program product claim corresponding to method claim 2 and is 
rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 2. 
Claim 16: 

Claim 16 is a computer program product claim corresponding to method claim 3 and is 
rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 3. 
Claim 18: 

Claim 18 is a computer program product claim corresponding to method claim 5 and is 
rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 5. 
Claim 19: 

Claim 19 is a computer program product claim corresponding to method claim 6 and is 
rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 6. 
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Claim 20: 

Claim 20 is a computer program product claim corresponding to method claim 7 and is 
rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 7. 
Claim 21: 

Kamat discloses all the elements of claim 14, as noted above, and Kamat further discloses 
wherein more than one data steward can be a data steward for a specified collection (Kamat: 
paragraph [0066]; The overall administrator grants permissions to collections of data as the administrator sees fit. If 
the administrator wishes that a given user be permitted to be a "data steward" for more than one collection, the 
administrator can grant permissions or roles to that user accordingly.). 
Claim 22: 

Claim 22 is a computer program product claim corresponding to method claim 9 and is 
rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 9. 
Claim 23: 

Claim 23 is a computer program product claim corresponding to method claim 10 and is 
rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 10. 
Claim 24: 

Claim 24 is a computer program product claim corresponding to method claim 1 1 and is 
rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 11. 
Claim 25: 

Claim 25 is a computer program product claim corresponding to method claim 12 and is 
rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 12. 
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Claim 26: 

Claim 26 is a computer program product claim corresponding to method claim 1 3 and is 
rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 13. 
Claim 27: 

Claim 27 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 1 and is rejected under the 
same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 1. 
Claim 28: 

Claim 28 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 2 and is rejected under the 
same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 2. 
Claim 29: 

Claim 29 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 3 and is rejected under the 
same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 3. 
Claim 31: 

Claim 31 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 5 and is rejected under the 
same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 5. 
Claim 32: 

Claim 32 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 6 and is rejected under the 
same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 6. 
Claim 33: 

Claim 33 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 7 and is rejected under the 
same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 7. 
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Claim 34: 

Claim 34 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 8 and is rejected under the 
same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 8. 
Claim 35: 

Claim 35 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 9 and is rejected under the 
same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 9. 
Claim 36: 

Claim 36 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 10 and is rejected under 
the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 10. 
Claim 37: 

Claim 37 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 1 1 and is rejected under 
the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 1 1 . 
Claim 38: 

Claim 38 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 12 and is rejected under 
the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 12. 
Claim 39: 

Claim 39 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 13 and is rejected under 
the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 13. 

Response to Arguments 

Examiner Notes: 

Any arguments/remarks of record with respect to this application are now moot in light of 
new grounds of rejection. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrick A. Darno whose telephone number is (571) 272-0788. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9:00 am - 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on (571) 272-1834. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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